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meet the Security Council’s terms for a resump-
tion of oil sales has left the UNCC without
adequate financial resources to pay the awards.
Iraq’s intransigence means that the victims of
its aggression remain uncompensated for their
losses 4 years after the end of the Persian Gulf
War.

In sum, Iraq is still a threat to regional peace
and security. Thus, I am determined to maintain
sanctions until Iraq has fully complied with all
its obligations under the UNSC resolutions and
will oppose any discussions of the relaxation of
sanctions until Iraq has demonstrated its overall
compliance with the relevant Security Council
resolutions. Ambassador Albright is traveling to
Security Council capitals to convey my deter-
mination on this vital matter.

As I have made clear before, Iraq may rejoin
the community of civilized nations by adopting

democratic processes, respecting human rights,
treating its people equally, and adhering to basic
norms of international behavior. The Iraqi Na-
tional Congress espouses these goals, the fulfill-
ment of which would make Iraq a stabilizing
force in the Gulf region.

I appreciate the support of the Congress for
our efforts, and will continue to keep the Con-
gress informed about this important issue.

Sincerely,

WILLIAM J. CLINTON

NOTE: Identical letters were sent to Newt Ging-
rich, Speaker of the House of Representatives,
and Strom Thurmond, President pro tempore of
the Senate. This letter was released by the Office
of the Press Secretary on March 9.

Letter to Congressional Leaders Transmitting a Report on Haiti
March 8, 1995

Dear Mr. Speaker: (Dear Mr. President:)
Attached, pursuant to section 3 of Public Law

103–423, is the fifth monthly report on the situ-
ation in Haiti.

Sincerely,

WILLIAM J. CLINTON

NOTE: Identical letters were sent to Newt Ging-
rich, Speaker of the House of Representatives,
and Strom Thurmond, President pro tempore of
the Senate. This letter was released by the Office
of the Press Secretary on March 9.

Remarks at Patrick Henry Elementary School and an Exchange With
Reporters in Alexandria, Virginia
March 9, 1995

The President. First of all, I want to thank
all the people here at Patrick Henry for making
us feel so welcome. I thank Principal Leila
Engman for making me feel right at home here,
and these five young students who have been
terrific. They took me to lunch today and intro-
duced me to some of their classmates. We
played ‘‘Where’s Waldo?’’ and had a great lunch.
And I thank them for that.

I want to thank Senator Robb and Congress-
man Moran for coming with me and, of course,
our distinguished Secretary of Education, Dick
Riley, and Ellen Haas, the Under Secretary of

Agriculture for Food, Nutrition and Consumer
Services. Mayor Ticer, we’re glad to be here
in your community; thank you. And I’m glad
that Dr. Jim Moller is here, head of the Amer-
ican Heart Association and a strong supporter
of the effort for healthy meals in our public
schools throughout the country. I thank Maxine
Wood, the superintendent of schools, and Ber-
nadette Johnson-Green, the vice chair of the
school board, and the other representatives of
this school system who are here.

I’m glad to be here today to participate for
the first time in quite a few years in a school
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lunch program. I ate at my school cafeteria for
most of my years in grade school and junior
high and high school, but it’s been quite a few
years since I’ve had a chance to do this, except
with Chelsea on occasion over the years.

Over 25 million young schoolchildren in this
country eat school lunches daily. And for many
of them it’s their only nutritious meal in the
day. This program has been around since the
year I was born, 1946, when President Truman
signed it into law as a matter of national secu-
rity, to ensure that our children are properly
fed.

For 50 years, this program has had strong
bipartisan support. In 1969, President Nixon
said, ‘‘A child ill-fed is dulled in curiosity, lower
in stamina, distracted from learning.’’ I received
a letter from a woman from California who said,
and I quote, ‘‘I’m glad there were free and
reduced lunches for children; otherwise my kids
would have starved.’’ And she was working full-
time as a nurse’s aide while her children were
in school.

This week’s newspapers, of course, are full
of similar stories. Yesterday, I read about a cafe-
teria worker who said she sees kids every day
who are so hungry they practically eat the food
from other children’s plates.

School lunches have always been seen by both
Democrats and Republicans as an essential part
of student education. Last year, with the leader-
ship of Ellen Haas, we took some further steps
to make meals more nutritious, to increase their
vitamin and mineral content and reduce their
fat and sodium content, and the Congress rati-
fied that in a piece of legislation passed last
year. Unfortunately, this year, some Members
of the new Congress have decided that cutting
this program would be a good way of cutting
Government spending and financing tax cuts for
upper income Americans. This is penny-wise
and pound-foolish. While saving some money
now, these nutrition programs for schoolchildren
and for women and for infants save several dol-
lars in social costs for every dollar we spend
on them. The American people want a Govern-
ment that works better and costs less, not a
Government that works worse and costs more.

These Republican proposals will cost us dearly
in the health of our children, the quality of
our schools, and the safety of our streets. I
have done everything I could for the last 2 years
to fight for the economic interests of middle
class Americans, to help poor people to work

their way into the middle class, and to support
the values of responsibility, family, work, and
community. This proposal undermines that. We
have to give our children more support so they
can make the most of their own lives.

This school lunch proposal, of course, is not
the only thing in the Republican rescission pro-
posal that is penny-wise and pound-foolish, that
sacrifices enormous future prosperity and health
for America for present, short-term gains. The
rescissions would deprive 15,000 people of the
opportunity to serve in AmeriCorps; 100,000
educationally disadvantaged students would lose
their special services. Drug prevention programs
that will now go to 94 percent of our schools
would be eliminated. Drug prevention funds
that go for security measures, for police officers,
and for education and prevention efforts would
be eliminated. And of course, 1.2 million sum-
mer job opportunities for young people would
be eliminated.

This is hardly what I call ‘‘putting people
first.’’ This will advance not the economic inter-
ests of the middle class. It will not restore the
American dream. It will not help the poor to
work their way into prosperity. It will simply
achieve some short-term gains in order to fi-
nance either spending cuts or tax cuts to upper
income Americans.

I know we have to reduce the deficit. Last
year, with the help of Senator Robb and Con-
gressman Moran—in 1993, excuse me—we cut
the deficit by $600 billion. I’ve given Congress
$144 billion in further budget cuts. I will work
with them to find more, but not in the area
of education or health or nutrition for our chil-
dren and our future.

We ought to be here expanding opportunity,
not restricting it. But let me say, again, to Pat-
rick Henry, to the school, to the school leaders,
and most of all to these fine students, you have
given me and Senator Robb and Congressman
Moran and Dr. Moller a wonderful experience,
and you have also helped once again to tell
the American people that the School Lunch Pro-
gram should not be put on the chopping block.
Let’s go out there, let’s defend it, let’s keep
it, let’s invest more in education and find other
ways to cut the deficit.

Thank you very much.
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Budget Priorities
Q. Mr. President, are there any rescissions

that the Republicans have been proposing in
the House that you would support?

The President. We’re going through them.
There may well be. But they know which ones
I don’t support. And let me just say, we’re about
to move into the debate on the line-item veto,
which gives us a permanent mechanism to get
rescissions, if you will, every year. And if they
will pass the line-item veto, I’ll work with them.
We’ll cut spending, and we’ll continue to reduce
this deficit.

But we don’t need to reduce our investment
in education, in child health, in medical research
and technology, and in efforts to keep people
off drugs and protect our children and our
schools from the drug problem.

I am more than—I have proved that I will
cut spending and I will cut some more. But
look at the Agriculture Department. They want
to cut the School Lunch Program; we closed
1,200 Agriculture Department offices instead.
That’s the kind of decisions we need to make,
and we’ll make the right decisions if we’ll work
together. And I think I speak for all of us here
in saying there is a way to restore our country’s
fiscal health and still support our children and
our future. That’s what we’re committed to.

Thank you.

NOTE: The President spoke at 12:22 p.m. in the
cafeteria. In his remarks, he referred to Mayor
Patricia S. Ticer of Alexandria.

Message to the Congress on Nuclear Cooperation With EURATOM
March 9, 1995

To the Congress of the United States:
The United States has been engaged in nu-

clear cooperation with the European Commu-
nity (now European Union) for many years. This
cooperation was initiated under agreements that
were concluded in 1957 and 1968 between the
United States and the European Atomic Energy
Community (EURATOM) and that expire De-
cember 31, 1995. Since the inception of this
cooperation, EURATOM has adhered to all its
obligations under those agreements.

The Nuclear Non-Proliferation Act of 1978
amended the Atomic Energy Act of 1954 to
establish new nuclear export criteria, including
a requirement that the United States have a
right to consent to the reprocessing of fuel ex-
ported from the United States. Our present
agreements for cooperation with EURATOM do
not contain such a right. To avoid disrupting
cooperation with EURATOM, a proviso was in-
cluded in the law to enable continued coopera-
tion until March 10, 1980, if EURATOM agreed
to negotiations concerning our cooperation
agreements. EURATOM agreed in 1978 to such
negotiations.

The law also provides that nuclear cooperation
with EURATOM can be extended on an annual
basis after March 10, 1980, upon determination

by the President that failure to cooperate would
be seriously prejudicial to the achievement of
U.S. nonproliferation objectives or otherwise
jeopardize the common defense and security,
and after notification to the Congress. President
Carter made such a determination 15 years ago
and signed Executive Order No. 12193, permit-
ting nuclear cooperation with EURATOM to
continue until March 10, 1981. Presidents
Reagan and Bush made similar determinations
and signed Executive orders each year during
their terms. I signed Executive Order No. 12840
in 1993 and Executive Order No. 12903 in 1994,
which extended cooperation until March 10,
1994, and March 10, 1995, respectively.

In addition to numerous informal contacts,
the United States has engaged in frequent talks
with EURATOM regarding the renegotiation of
the U.S.-EURATOM agreements for coopera-
tion. Talks were conducted in November 1978;
September 1979; April 1980; January 1982; No-
vember 1983; March 1984; May, September,
and November 1985; April and July 1986; Sep-
tember 1987; September and November 1988;
July and December 1989; February, April, Octo-
ber, and December 1990; and September 1991.
Formal negotiations on a new agreement were
held in April, September, and December 1992;
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